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Today’s Presentation

. Statewide High-Speed Train Project
(Willlam Gimpel)

II.  Altamont Corridor Project
(Brent Ogden)

a) Project Scoping Process
b) Initial Description of Alternatives
c) Potential Alignment Corridors

lll.  Next Steps
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4/;\) Statewide HST System

= 800 miles of new track +
stations and related
structures
= $40+ billion in planning and
construction costs
= State, federal, local, and b
private partnership
= 10 years for Phase 1 build-
out ot
= Safely grade-separated
®
= Double-tracked main line I N _
with 4-track stations tevel .,
= r— R
= 100% clean electric power R — oo o S
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4/;\) Phase 1 Segment Approved by Board

Selection Criteria:

v FRA: Construction complete by
fall of 2017

v FRA: Independent Utility

v Logical expansion / evolution
into an operational HST System

v Minimized Construction Risk

v Minimized Schedule Risk

Urban Area
Farmiand
Mational Forest ™= Proposed HST Alignment
Public Lands e ARimont Cormidor
State Perks 0O  Stations
[_IOpenSpace W CoreConstruction
0 water Stage Construction
I Propesed HST Alignment Phase 2

Map based on p igr and station 1ons in 2005 and 2008° program EIR/Ss

* Authomry rescindad 2008 Panches Pass selection it tomoly with AMarion judgment Baard will make rew dacision sfie evising
Bary Area to Contral Valley PEIR. New decson could thange depcled algnmant conrectng Bay Area and Central Valoy

v Most Useful HST Infrastructure
for Least Cost
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Develop a new regional rail line
in the Altamont Corridor linking
the northern San Joaquin
Valley with the Bay Area

Develop dedicated corridor and
trackage separate from UPRR
where feasible

Transform ACE into a robust
intercity and commuter service
with more frequent trains
operating all day long

Maximize intermodal
connections with other rail
services including BART

Develop train station locations
that serve population and
employment centers
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4)‘) Alternatives Analysis & EIR/S Process

Scoping Meetings
(November 2009)

Initial Description of Alternatives
(May 2010)

Preliminary Alternatives Analysis
(February 2011)

Supplemental Alternatives Analysis
(Late 2011)

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement
(2012)
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/\ Alignments Evaluated in Alternatives Analysis

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR. RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

Figure 1.2-1
Alternatives Analysis Study Area
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:4 Railway Corridor 2 - ‘
: ! (2 Design Options) : S e r
Isabel/580 | ] - % 7 .
e~ ok . ) F .

| Livermore Downtown Subect to Refinement Based Upon

(3 Options) i | Topographic and Environmental Constraints |-~ & .
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‘| Note: Altamont Pass Crossing Alignment

7~ Railway Corridor
(2 Design Options)

Pleasanton
(2 Options)

, ; - Legend
| o 3 l/;‘*‘- Altamont Corridor Alternatives
gao . @ Potential Altamont Corridor Stations
-4 Altamont Commuter Express
Existing BART Alignment
------------- Potential BART Extension
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*Alignments shown parallel to railroad corridors are generally
outside of existing transportation corridor.




ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

PRELIMINARY ALTERMATIVES ANALYSIS

Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
LEGEMD
o . Alignment Alternatives Vertical Options
(g Interstate Highways V-1 AtGrade
. Ej US. Highways Tv-3a EEmEmEEEn :eriall
k- unmnel
$ il State Routes m— TV-1h smsacasmsess  Retained Cut
Local Roads TV-2c s Rgtained Fill
UP or 5P Railroad — T3
—  — FRoutesto Adjacent —— TV-42
Area Alternatives — TV-4b
. Urban Area @ Station
"*"n:y% Alignment
5 .
+ PLEASANTON ]
# Downtown & Nimport
25 Pleasanton &
e, (UPRR) o
& Py
Bernal/l-680 ) é" pament Fs R L \‘\
i‘_._. b
Vasco Road o e
(SPRR) 3
(5 5 (SPRR) - @ | Avamopermr
ml & e ernakives oo
o & Downtown -~ Figure W -
{ ] -
Lives - -
k- LWERMUREH Sﬁ:‘l'i"u:n = Vasco Road .~
P, 2 3 (UPRR) .
W # g % ! Wy ™
,;_g i—_‘ %'8.0. \_\_ \
] e
F B
i'a'
.
L E
=y 8 . &
I SNy

Page 3-23



Tri Valley 2a — Downtown Above Grade

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
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3.3-9

Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
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PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
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PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
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ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
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Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
LEGEMND
o i Alignment Alternatives Vertical Options
mggg === Interstate Highways v At-Grade
ﬂi:h LS. Highways Tv-2a mmmEmmEEE  Aeriz)
Tvab Tunmnel
ffdpe State Aoutes — V- semsssmmess  Retained Cut
Local figads TV-2e e Retained Fill
— UPorSPRaiload — V-3
— — Foutesto Adjacent —— V-3
Area Alternatives — TV-4b
Urban Area @ Station
Alignment
E ., /‘“‘\
£ e Fug Rd.

_‘Tﬁﬁﬁ“mnthﬂ -
o Sl:ul:!ﬂ 0

owntown y
th:::lre \I’ascn Road =5 .
3 (UPRR) T \ N

» % ; .

o 2 g,
é 5’-1' 4 \ \

¥ Ry
F. P

gy

SRE4 Altmrnatives
see Figure 337 ({to South Livermore Alternatives)
CALFORNIA .
LI Dperisnl ol Trmmpurinion
Fnlsnl Adeinisielion



of Livermore (a)

ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS

PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
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ALTAMONT CORRIDOR RAIL PROJECT EIR/EIS PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS

Figure 3.3-9
Alignment and Station Alternatives through the Tri-Valley (Area 2)
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Presentation of Preliminary Alternatives Analysis Report to
High Speed Rail Authority Board — February 3 2011 (Thursday)

Public Meetings (2/23, 2/24, 3/3 tentative)

0 Santa Clara
0] Tracy
o) Livermore

Supplemental Alternatives Analysis Report
(Late 2011)

Preparation of Draft EIR/S (subsequently)
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Questions & Answers




